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A number of new taxa and nomenclatural 
changes have occurred in mygalomorph spiders 
in southeast Asia, Australia and fossils from the 
Dominican amber since Main (1985) and Raven 
(1985b). Some have been a result of taxonomic 
revisions. Some have been isolated descriptions. 
Some have been forced as a result of wider 
changes. Most changes do not require full 
revisions but only a brief note. That is the purpose 
of this series. 

Institutional and morphological abbreviations 
follow those of Raven ( 1 985a). 

BARYCHELIDAE 

Rhianodes atratus (Thorell, 1890) 

Rhianus atratus Thorell, 1 890: 211 \ Roevver, 1942: 224. 
Rhianodes atratiis'. Ra\ en, 1994: 697; Platnick, 1998: 143. 
Idioctis sierramadrensis Barrion & Litsinger, 1995: 25; 
Platnick, 1998: 137. (New synonymy) 

MATERIAL. HOLOTYPE: Philippines, Quezon 

Prov., Real, Llavac Vill., R Apostol, 16 Jan 1985; in 
International Rice Research Institute, Philippines. 

REMARKS. Barrion & Litsinger ( 1 995) described 
a new Idioctis based on a male and juvenile 
female from slash and bum upland rice fields in 
the Philippines on Luzon Island. However, 
Idioctis is an intertidal spider (Raven, 1988, 
Churchill & Raven, 1992, Raven, 1994) known 
rarely far from the littoral zone. The diagnosis of 
Idioctis given by Barrion & Litsinger (1995) is a 
slightly changed version of that given by Raven 


(1988: 2) and its descriptive statement is also 
essentially that of Raven (1988). The figures of 
Idioctis sierramadrensis are of sufficient detail to 
clarify its true identity. The species is clearly not 
referable to Idioctis. The eye group is too deep, 
the sternum is ‘as long as wide’ not about 1.5 
times wider than long, the shape of the carapace is 
ovoid, not elongate, and the abdomen is dark with 
patterning. All of these are the characters of the 
monotypic Rhianodes into which genus the 
species is here transferred. 

The long spines overhanging the chelicerae are 
mentioned by Raven ( 1994) in R. atratus, and the 
palp and diagnostic first leg of the male of Idioctis 
sierramadrensis do not show differences from 
that of R. atratus. Hence, I am transferring the 
species into the synonymy of R. atratus. 

DISTRIBUTION. Singapore, Malaysia, 
Philippines. Raven (1994) incorrectly listed 
Maxwell’s Hill in Singapore; it is in Malaysia. 
This is the first report of the species from the 
Philippines. 

Trittame bancrofti (Rainbow & Pulleine, 
1918), comb. nov. 

(Fig- 1) 

Aganippe bancrofti Rainbow & Pulleine, 1918: 95; Main, 
" 1985: 14. 

MATERIAL. LECTOTYPE: (designated Main, 1985: 14), 
AMKS 6151, Eidsvold, SE Qld; $, paralectotype, same 
data; KS6 1 52, 9 paralectotype, Aname distincta (Rainbow, 
1914, det. RJR). 
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FICl I. Triname bancrofii (Rainbow Pulleine, 1918), itfcloivpe female, 
AMKS61 52. A, carapace; B, spermalhecae; C, eyes. Scale bars - I mm. 


DIAGNOSIS. Females share 
with those of T. gracilis the 
presence of thorn spines (3-4 
strong) on patellae 111 and well 
developed posterior median 
.spinnerets but differ in that the 
chelicerac lack a rastelkim, the 
ALE arc clearly more than 
llieir diameter apart and the 
PME are large. 

REMARKS. This transfer 
iiLso removes the secondary 
homonymy wdth Aganippe 
bimcrofti identified bv Main, 

1985, Raven (1990] 1994) 
failed to deal with this species 
listed by Main (1985) as 
incertae sedis in the Bary- 
chdidae. The leclotypc has 
dense claw tufts, numerous 
maxillary cuspules, no labial 
cuspules and shon PLS and is 
clearly Tritlcime, Rainbow & Pulleine’s type 
senes also includes a female Aname distincia 
which, by default, also is a paralectolype. 

This increases the already higli beta diversity of 
Triftame in .southeast Queensland. Although 
some in the area are known only from one sex, 
there is no doubt that (he species is distinct from 
others in the region. ITie thorn spines on the 
patella were found by Raven ( 1990) to be present 
in botli males and females of T gj'acilia. Hence, T. 
hancrafii females are not conspecific from the 
geographically clo.se but allopatric T, mccolli 
Raven, 1995 or T. sinnieri Raven 1995. 

THERAPHOSIDAE 

Phlogiellus Pocock. I S97. 

Pocock, 1897: 595; Raven, 1985b: 1 18. 
Baccallhrapn Bumon & Lilsinger,. 1995; 21: i^latnick, U>98; 

153. Type species. Baccallhapo humiokulho Barrion Sl 

Litsinger, 1995. 

MATERIAL. HOLOTYPE: Buccallbrapo huruiokulho, 
(5, Philippines, Laguna Prov; SiniJoaa Magsay say VUl., 16 
.fan 1985, A, Barrion, M. Perez. PARAfyPES: SubaduU 
Philippines. Quezon Pnov.. Real Llavac Vlll., R. 
Apc^tol, 16 Jan 1985. All in International Rice Research 
Institute, Philippines, (Nc^v wnonymy ) 

HABITAT DISTRIBUTION. Rainforests in 
Southeast Asia, islands of the northwest Pacific, 
and in northern Australia. 

REMARKS. None of the characters (marginal 
differences on scnpula density on tarsi) used by 
Barrion & Lilsinger (1995) to distinguish 


Bcicccillbrapo alone arc adequate to support the 
recognition of a new genus and the variability 
falls adequately wdlhin the known generic 
variation. The types have a third claw and 
cracked tarsus IM both characters of Phlogiellus 
(see Raven, 1985b), R bundokalbo is unusual in 
hav ing tarsi 111 and IV cracked. 

Many references to Selenocosmia in the 
rainforests of north Queensland should mostly 
likely be referred to Phlogiellus. Queensland 
Museum records (determined by RJR) include 
many Phlogiellus from that region. 

Selenocosmia Ausserer, 1871 

Selcrtacosmio .Ausserer, 1871: 204. Type species by 
monolypy javmenm Walckcnaer, 1837. Tvpe 

presumed k>sl. 

PhricUis Kuch, 1874: 488. i)pe species by monotypy, 
PhricuLs crassipcM Koch, 1874. Type in 7Mtl, CNumined. 
Phhgim Simon. 1887: cncv, replacement name for Phrictus 
Roch, 1874 preoccupied by Phrictus Spinoia, 1839 in the 
Hemiptera: Schmidt. 1995: 10. Replaced into isynonymy, 
Psophopueas Thorell, 1897; 175, ty pe species by subsequent 
designation of Bonnet (1958: 38251, Phrictus vofidifs 
Th^ircll. 1881. First svnonymised by .Simon, 1903: 995. 
Chilfjco.smia Schmidt & von Winh, 1992: 9. Type species by 
original designation Chilocosmia Jichromuia .Schmidt & 
vun W irth, 1992. (New synonymy ) 

Sehnopelmu Schmidt & Krause, 1995: 22. type species 
Salcnopclma kovariki Schmidt Sl Krause, 1995. (New 
symony rny ) 

REMARKS. Schmidt (1995) removed the 
Australian Selenocosmia crassipes (Koch, 1 873) 
and Selenocosmia sfirlingi Hogg, 1901 and 
transferred them to tlic restored genus name 
Phlogius Simon, 1887. The removal from 
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Selemcosmia was based upon differences from a 
putative paratype of Selenocosmia javanensis 
(Walckenaer, 1837), the type species of Selem- 
cosmia Ausserer, 1871. Indeed, the type species 
needs to be studied, the species variability 
documented, the types found, and other species 
may then be understood and their relationship 
with the type species and differences from it 
understood. None of that has been done in the 
above three papers written or coaiithored by 
Schmidt. 

The type material of Selenocosmia javanensis 
(Walckenaer, 1837) has not been examined or 
even located. Schmidt claims to have examined a 
‘paratype’ of Selenocosmia javanensis in the 
Museum of Wiesbaden but Jager ( 1 998) found no 
such material. Type material of other species of 
Walckenaer has been found in the Muscc 
National d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris but 
Heurtault (1980) lists only BMNH with 
Walckenaer types. In any case, since Walckenaer 
did not designate a holotypc, paratypes do not 
exist either. Hence, Schmidt was in error and did 
not see a paratype of Selenocosmia javanensis 
(Walckenaer, 1837). 

I have examined the specimen considered the 
paratype of Selenocosmia javanens (Walckenaer, 
1837). It has two labels: one is a Museum 
Weisbaden label with faded ink inscription, the 
other is a more legible pencil label. The 
information on both is the same: 

Museum no. 637 

‘Selenocosmia javanensis Walck. 

Java Krakau 

GiProf. Kulczynski 1900' 

Type material of Walckenaer should be 
labelled with the original name, ‘Mygale 
javanensis". The name Selenocosmia was first 
used by Ausserer (1871). Hence, the label 
reflects nothing but the locality and a subsequent 
identification. Walckenaer (1837) gave no 
further data than ‘Java’. Hence, the specimen was 
not labelled by Walckenaer, cannot be considered 
a type of any kind and has no nomenclatural 
status. 

Other material studied included an exuvium 
from a zoo specimen, a specimen (former pet?) 
identified by Weichmann (outside of a published 
revision). 

The type specimen of Phlogius crassipes 
Koch, 1874 was examined as were other material 
(fonner illegally exported pets) identified by 
Charpentier (also informally and outside of a 
revision). 


No type material of Selenocosmia stirlingi Hogg, 
1901 was examined by Schmidt but material so 
labelled in the South Australian Museum was, as 
well as some other Selenocosmia species. 

Schmidt (1995) lists a number of differences in 
the material mentioned. No variational study 
supports the species significance of those 
differences. More importantly, Schmidt does not 
explain how other species of Selenocosmia 
belong to a different monophyletic group from 
those he places in Phlogius. 

Differences in characters previously used, e.g. 
relative leg length and diameter, are not 
thoroughly examined. Indeed, in that character 
alone, Selenocosmia crassipes is more similar to 
Selenocosmia javanensis than with Seleno- 
cosmia stirlingi. 

Also, Schmidt (1995) lists the distribution of 
Selenocosmia crassipes as Australia and New 
Guinea and so perpetuates an error from Roewer 
(1945), repeated without critical review by Smith 
(1992; Smith, in litt,). The type locality is 
Rockhampton, central coastal Queensland and 
the species is centred on that area (Queensland 
Museum Records, Raven, unpublished data). 

No support is given in Schmidt (1995) for the 
restoration of Phlogius or in Sclmiidt & von 
Wirth (1992) and Schmidt & Krause (1995) for 
the new genera Chilocosrnia and Selenopelrna, 
respectively. 

Because the somatic and sexual morphology of 
mygalomorphs are so conservative it is very 
difficult to establish sound specific and some- 
times even generic boundaries. Theraphosid 
systematic studies in the past 20 years, in 
reflecting this difficulty, have mostly been 
characterised by the descriptions of new species 
and genera, outside of revisions. The result has 
been that many new species and some genera 
have been described in isolation without sound 
reference to other species in the genus. Raven 
(1985b) synonymised genera in which no 
differences of generic significance existed 
among the type species. However, the elevation 
of new genera, or resuiTcction of synonymised 
genera, has occurred for a similar but reciprocal 
reason: that a species differs (extent and status 
unspecified) from the type species. Schmidt 
(1995) and other works of Schmidt (Schmidt & 
von W^rth, 1992; Schmidt & Krause, 1995) fail 
on such grounds. 
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Chenistonia Hogg. 1901 

Chcninfoniii Hojig, 1^01: 262. Type species by ori^rial 

cicsi^alion. ChenOfloma macidaio Hogg, 1901. 

DIAGNOSIS. Chenistonia differs from^^n^/we 
by males having a medial spur and megaspine on 
tibia I, a long slender palpal tarsus, a pear-shaped 
palpal bulb w ith the embolus very short or absenU 
and by both sexes having small marginal sternal 
sigilla. Chentsionia shares with Na/neu and 71 m*/ 
the elongate palpal tarus in males but difters from 
Named in lacking the reflexed embolus and 
further from Amime in tliai in males the basal 
process on metatarsus I opposite the libial spur is 
either very small or absent, C. trevallynia 
breaches that concept in having the plesio- 
morphically short male palpal tarsus. 

REMARKS. Raven (1985b) maintained 
Chenistonia in the synonymy of Aname, 
following Raven (1981). However, Main (1986, 
without explanation) has maintained their 
respective validity. Phylogcnctically. 
Chenistonia is here confined only to the Aname 
maculata group of Raven ( 1 984). 

Main ( 1 982a, 1 986) continued to place Aname 
teppeh in Chenistonia, Ho\ve\*er, it has a long 
embolus. Hence, the inclusion of yl. tepperi in 
Chenistonia makes the group concept polyihetic. 
The only illustration of the male oE-t. tepperi\h\x\ 
Main (1964) and since then tliere has been no 
phylogenetic analysis of the species nominal!}^ 
included by Main ( 1 985) in Chenistonia save for 
Raven (1984, 1985a, b). 

The following species are explicitly included 
in Chenistonia and A name ^ respectively. 

Species included in Chenistonia: 

Aname uaernleumantana Raven, 1984, NwSW 
Aname hickmm Raven. 1 984. NSW 
( 'heniiUmia maadata Hogg, 1901, VI r 
Aname tmnUma Raven, 1984, N.SW 
Chemstonui tievullynki 1926, las 

Species included in Aname: 

A. armif*era Kaiiibow & Pulleinc, 1918, WA 
A. ami (Strand, 1912). S.A, NT 
I 47WVU Rainbow & Pul leine, 1918. NSW 
A. harn'ma Ruven, 1985, Qld, NSW 
A. hlackclowmemis Raven, 1985, Qld 
4. coemKsa Rainlxiw & Pulleine. 19)8, SA 
A. camnra Raven. 1 985, Qld 
A. Carina Ritven, 1985, Old 
1 cotlhisonim Raven 1985, Qld 
A LiLsjmJata I954),WA 
A. dLslinclu (Kajiibovv, 1918), Qld 
.4. ( Hogg, 19tG), Old, SA 


A. fuscocincia Rainbow & Pulleintr. 1918, W.A 

,1. gramiis RaintH»\v A: Pulleine. 19)8, SA 

/I. himjpndx) Raven, 1985, NT 

A. inimica Ra\en, 1985, NSW', (^lit 

A, khrama Raven 1984, Qld 

A. longithcca Raven, 1985, Qld 

.‘1. rnacvLila (Riuubov^ & Pulleine, 1918), WA 

A.pai/ickjKocK 1873, Qld 

.‘1. mherisorum Raven, 1985, Qld 

A. mbmta Rainbow Sl Pulleine. 19)8. SA 

,‘l. /as7;7//ni«:t7 Hogg. 1902, Tas 

A, tepperl (Hogg. 1902), WA, SA 

A. tigrina Raven, 1 985, Qld 

A. truplca Ravai, 1984, Qld 

A. fumgtra Main, 1994, SA.W'A 

A vvV/fMatl^ainhovv & Pulleine, 1918), WA 

A. wariakh Raven, 1985, NSW’, Qld 

Aoome diversicolor (Hogg, 1902) 

(Idr lull ijynonym> see Ra\en. 1985a) 

DISTRIBUTION. Deka Station, near Blackall, 
western Queensland. 

REMARKS. Raven ( 1985a) gave ample reasons 
lhal ihe neolype designation of Dekana 
iliversirolor Hogg, 1902 by Main ( 1982b) was 
invalid. Apart from anything else, in Main 
(1982b) making such a designation outside of 
and before a revision, it was not possible to assert 
that the identity of species could not be 
established from Hogg’s (1902) figures. Indeed, 
in his revision. Raven (1985a) found Hogg’s 
figures were perfectly adequate to recognise the 
species. Also, comparison of the morphology of 
other species described by Hogg with his own 
figures indicates that his figures were accunuc. 
Main (1982b) also placed Aname atru (Strand, 
1913) into the synonymy of rl. dhersicolor hut 
Raven (1985a) found tliat the nvo species were 
readily distinguishable. To accept Main’.s 
(1982b) neolype designation requires lluil 
Hogg’s figures showed significant differences in 
relative sizes and sliapes from the original Main 
( 1982b:29) staled that the (neotype designation) 
was 'in the interests of nomcnclatural stability for 
a common and widespread species wdticli 
frequently attracts human attention and to which 
references have already been made in medical 
literature.* However, Southcott (1976, 1978) 
writing from South Australia did not mention it 
and at that time I can find only Main (1976) 
making comments about bites of Dekana 
ctivei'sicolor. 

Subsequently, flarv'ey & Main (1996) foimd 
that indeed Deka Station, Queensland \va.s the 
correct interpretation of the type locality of 
Dekana diversicolor. The neolype designated by 
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Main (1982b) is hence here considered the 
holotype of a new species, Aname mainae. 

Aname mainae sp. nov. 

Aname divcrsicolor. Main, 1982b: 29. 

MATERIAL. HOLOTYPE (= ‘neotype’): SAM 
N 1980 1 96, 3, 26km NW of Elliston, SA, 20 Dec 1952, 
B.Y. Main; SAM N 1980 195, 9, same data, examined. 

DIAGNOSIS. Males differ from those ofAfiame 
diversicolor (Hogg, 1902) in having a centrally 
placed, not clearly distal, tibial spur and the 
embolic shaft being straight not bent (see 
Raven, 1985a: 396, 397). 

DISTRIBUTION. South Australia, 

DIPLURIDAE 

Masteria L. Koch, 1873 

Masteria L. Koch, 1873; 458. Type species by monoWp)-, 
Masteria hirsuia L. Koch, 1873. 

AccoJa Simon, 1889; 191. Type species by subsequent 
designation of Simon (1892), Accola lucifuga Simon, 
1889. First s> nonymised b>' Raven, 1979. 

Antrochares Rainbow, 1898; 332. Type species by 
monotypy, Antrochares maegregori Rainbow, 1898. First 
synon> mised b>- Raven, 1 979. 

Microsferia Wunderlich, 1988: 46. Type species by 
monotypy. Microsteria sexocnlata Wunderlich. 1988. 
(New s) nonymy) 

Masteria sexoculata (Wunderlich), comb. nov. 

Microsteria sexociilata Wunderlich, 1988: 47: holotype male 
examined. 

REMARKS. Wunderlich (1988) raised 
Microsteria on the grounds that the teeth on the 
third elaw are sessile and not tubereulate or not on 
a common process as in other other masteriine 
genera {Masteria Koch, 1873, Striamea Raven, 
1981). Raven (1981) showed that in existing 
masteriine, the teeth basally fttse before reaching 
the claw. 1 examined the holotype of Microsteria 
sexoculata (sent to me for identification prior to 
Wunderlich’s paper). Two teeth are present on the 
third claw. The anterior tooth is shorter and the 
division between the two teeth deep. It was not 
possible to determine the very subtle difference 
between a low anterior tooth on the elaw and a 
common tubercle. I concluded it was Masteria 
and still do, so the genus is placed in synonymy. 
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